
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/875,549 


06/06/2001 


Sho Kuwamoto 


1226 


6894 



7590 

Charles E. Gotlieb 
Innovation Partners 
Suite 300 

540 University Avenue 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 



04/06/2005 



EXAMINER 



TANG, KENNETH 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2195 

DATE MAILED: 04/06/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summarv 


Application No. 

09/875,549 


Applicant(s) 

KUWAMOTO ET AL 


Examiner 

Kenneth Tang 


Art Unit 

2195 





•- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 January 2005 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) |3 Claim(s) 1-9. 1 1-15,17-27.29-33,35 and 36 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

&M Claim(s) 1-9.11-15,17-27.29-33,35 and 36 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) EH Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) LZI Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 03282005 



Application/Control Number: 09/875,549 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2127 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the Amendment filed on 1/7/05. Applicant's arguments have 
been fully considered but were not found to be persuasive. 

2. It is noted that claims 10, 16, 28, and 34 are cancelled. Claims 1-9, 11-15, 17-27, 29-33, 
and 35-36 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1-9, 1 1-15, 17-27, 29-33, and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention: 

a. In claim 1, "the object" in lines 9 and 12 are indefinite because it is not made 
explicitly clear in the claim language whether this refers to "the object having a first 
type" (line 6) or if it is a different object from the plurality of objects. Furthermore, in 
line 5, a limitation is described "for each of the plurality of objects", but within that 
description, there is a responsive to objects only having a first type (line 6). This 
basically states that for all objects, only some have a first type. This makes no sense. 

b. In claim 2, "identifiers that will be returned unchanged" is indefinite because it is 
not understood how an identifier can be changed or if instead the information of the 
identifier is what is being unchanged. There is an essential step omitted in the claims 
involving the information associated with the identifier changes. 
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c. In claim 6, "third identifier" is indefinite because it is not made clear in the claim 
language whether there are a first identifier and a second identifier in the second object 
type. For example, are there 3 identifiers or only 1 in the second object type? 

d. In claim 9, the term "first at least one object" (line 2) is indefinite because it is 
grammatical incorrect and unclear whether or not this refers to a first object of at least 
one object. There is no relationship established in the claim language to indicate that this 
is a set, if it is. If Examiner's guess is correct, Applicant is required to amend the claim 
language to appropriately reflect that. 

e. In claim 9, the term "second at least one object" (line 6) is indefinite because it is 
grammatical incorrect and unclear whether or not this refers to a second object of at least 
one object. If Examiner's guess is correct, Applicant is required to amend the claim 
language to appropriately reflect that. 

f. Claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . 

g. Claim 27 is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 9. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-13, 15, 17-22, 24-27, 29-31, 33, and 35-36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ferrel et al. (hereinafter Ferrel) (US 5,907,837). 

5. As to claim 1 , Ferrel teaches a method of building a set of information, comprising: 
receiving a plurality of objects having one plurality of types; and 

for each of the plurality of objects (col 4, lines 44-56 and col 30, lines 1-14) : 

responsive to the object having a first type, providing a first set of information 

comprising (col 4, lines 44-56 and col 30, lines 1-14): 
identifiers for information (col 4, lines 44-56); 

information related to the object, following the identifiers (col 4, lines 44-56). 
Ferrel teaches a plurality (indefinite amount) of identifiers but fails to explicitly teach that the 
plurality of identifiers are a pair of identifiers (first identifier and second identifier). 
However, "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing that a pair 
of identifiers is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a pair of identifiers to the 
existing system and method of Ferrel because an extra data structure allows for an extra 
capability or a more complex one. 

6. As to claim 2, Ferrel teaches a first and second identifier for objects (see the rejection for 
claim 1) but fails to explicitly teach that an identifier will be returned unchanged by a processing 
system. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to include the feature of returning the identifiers unchanged in order for the 
same identifier to be used again to identify different information, for example. 

7. As to claim 3, Ferrel teaches wherein the first identifier and the second identifier 
comprise tags (col. 75, lines 35-49). 

8. As to claim 4, Ferrel teaches wherein each of the tags comprises a location identifier 
unique from the other tags corresponding to one selected from the first identifier and the second 
identifier (see Abstract) . 

9. As to claim 6, Ferrel teaches responsive to the object having a second type, providing a 
second set of information comprising information related to the object and a third identifier 
embedded in said information (col 4, lines 44-56 and col 30, lines 1-14). 

10. As to claim 7, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejections of claims 3 and 
6. 

11. As to claim 8, Ferrel fails to explicitly teach wherein the second type comprises objects 
not entirely server side code. However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to include the feature of objects not entirely server side 
code because this increases functionality and diversity by having some objects containing server 
side code and some objects that do not. 



Application/Control Number: 09/875,549 
Art Unit: 2127 



Page 6 



12. As to claim 9, Ferrel teaches the method of associating information received from a 
server with a first at least one object (col. 4, lines 53-56), comprising: 

locating a pair of first identifiers in the information received from the server (col. 4, lines 
53-56); and 

associating information between the pair of first identifiers located with a second at least 
one object corresponding to the pair of first identifiers (col. 4, lines 53-56). 
Ferrel teaches a plurality (indefinite amount) of identifiers but fails to explicitly teach that the 
plurality of identifiers are grouped in a pair of identifiers. 

13. However, "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing 
that a pair of identifiers is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a pair of identifiers 
to the existing system and method of Ferrel because an extra data structure allows for an extra 
capability or a more complex one. 

14. As to claim 1 1 , it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 9. In 
addition, Ferrel teaches the associating step comprises matching each of the first object identifier 
with a third at least one of the at least one second object (col 4, lines 44-56 and col. 30, lines 1- 
14). 

1 5. As to claim 12, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . In 
addition, "Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing that a pair 
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of identifiers to another pair of identifiers is well known and expected in the art. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a 
pair of identifiers to another pair of identifiers to the existing system and method of Ferrel 
because an extra data structure allows for an extra capability or a more complex one (hierarchy). 

16. As to claim 13, Ferrel fails to explicitly teach wherein the first first identifier comprises 
an even number and the second first identifier comprises an odd number, greater than the even 
number of the first first identifier. However, it is well known and obvious in the art that there are 
indefinite possibilities of what the identifiers can comprise and an even number and the second 
first identifier comprising an odd number, greater than the even number of the first first identifier 
is one of them. 

17. As to claim 1 5, Ferrel teaches: 

locating a second identifier in the information received from the server (col 4, lines 44-56 and 
col 30, lines 1-14); and associating information corresponding to the second identifier located 
with a third at least one object corresponding to the second identifier (col 4, lines 44-56 and col 
30, lines 1-14). 

18. As to claim 17, Ferrel teaches wherein the information corresponding to the second 
identifier comprises information surrounding the second identifier (col 4, lines 44-56 and col 
30, lines 1-14). 
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19. As to claim 18, Ferrel teaches wherein: 

the information corresponding to the second identifier comprises a tag and 

the second identifier comprises an attribute of the tag (col 4, lines 44-56 and col 30, lines 1-14, 

col 15, lines 35-49), 

20. As to claims 19-22, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of 
claims 1-4. 

21 . As to claim 24, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 6. 

22. As to claim 25, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claims 3 and 

7. 

23. As to claim 26-27 and 29-3 1 , they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the 
rejection of claims 8-9 and 11-13, respectively.. 

24. As to claims 33, 35, and 36, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the 
rejection of claims 15, 17, and 18, respectively. 
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25. Claims 5, 14, 23, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ferrel et al. (hereinafter Ferrel) (US 5,907,837) in view of Clark et al. (hereinafter 
Clark) (US 6,073,163. 

26. As to claim 5, Ferrel teaches object types that contain information and identifiers but fails 
to explicitly teach wherein the first type comprises server side code. However, Clark teaches 
that the server-side code maintains information relating to objects that have been created at the 
client (col. 7, lines 15-16). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include the feature of an object type comprising server side code 
because it increases functionality by creating awareness and being able to take action in response 
to other actions (col. 7, lines 16-21). 

21. As to claim 14, Ferrel fails to explicitly teach wherein the second at least one objects 
comprise server side code. However, Clark teaches that the server-side code maintains 
information relating to objects that have been created at the client (col. 7, lines 15-16). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
include the feature of an object type comprising server side code because it increases 
functionality by creating awareness and being able to take action in response to other actions 
(col. 7, Unesl6-21). 



28. 



As to claim 23, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 5. 
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29. As to claim 32, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 14. 

Response to Arguments 

30. Applicant argues on page 15 (second paragraph) that the claim is not indefinite because 
the object in line 6 is the "each " in line 5, which has been specified in line 5 as each of "the 
plurality of objects " of line 3. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. In line 5, a limitation is described "for 

each of the plurality of objects", but within that description, there is a responsive to objects only 

having a first type (line 6). This basically states that for all objects, only some have a first type. 

This makes no sense. 

31. Applicant argues on page 16, first paragraph, that claim 2 is not indefinite because the 
identifiers are returned unchanged. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Claim 2 does not explicitly make it 

clear whether or not the identifiers which are associated with the information related to the object 

(from claim 1) is returned unchanged. 

32. Applicant argues on the second paragraph of page 16 that the claim does not specify 
whether it has any other identifiers: it has the third one and that is clear. Therefore, it is not 
indefinite. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Applicant states that it is clear that 
there is only a third identifier. Why is there a third identifier if there is no first identifier nor a 
second identifier for this specific object type. This is not made clear in the claim language. 
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33. Applicant argues on page 16, 3 rd paragraph that "at least one object" is equivalent to a 
"set of at least one object. " Therefore, it is not indefinite. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The "set of at least one object" is not in 

the claim language. 

34. Applicant argues on pages 18-20 that Ferrel teaches a single identifier and not a 
plurality of one. Applicant also argues that Ferrel does not teach a motivation of having two 
identifiers rather than one. 

In response, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The Applicant has completely misread 
the Examiner's rejection and makes arguments that don't correspond to the rejections. The 
Examiner stated that Ferrel does teach having a plurality (not single) of identifiers (identifiers, se 
Abstract, for example). The Examiner stated that Ferrel fails to explicitly teach having the 
plurality of identifiers merely be in a pair. The Applicant does not traverse the rejection of the 
identifiers be in a pair made by the Examiner. 

The Examiner utilized a rejection based on "Official Notice" because it is well known or 
common knowledge to one of ordinary skill in the art to have a pair of identifiers to the existing 
system and method of Ferrel because an extra data structure allows for an extra capability or a 
more complex one. As an example of objective support, US 6377259 teaches a data structure 
used for a pair of identifiers (ID) for the advantage of using the extra (second of the pair) for an 
extra capability or function (col. 9, lines 25-30, col. 11, lines 32-58, etc.). 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3772. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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